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ECMO, VAD ¥ A 7 A (X BRENEE & L TR TER TEAR X 7 A T i E HAS Y,
HAST !, A ZELIMAER 7 25 A HAS-CFP, HCS-CFP UNIMO %2 L7=, 7
= = — L% Medtronic #1: BIOMEDICUS ¥ U — X, R TE R T 245 PCKC vV — X,
IR A S =2 —1 TWN > U — X, MAQUET 4L HLS =2 —L vV — X & A
AR TN T 7o, NI S RERIC R TER L5 HPO-06H-C, HPO-23WH-C, =
7 v L% BIOCUBE C 2000P %= ffi H L 7=,
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£ ¥/ (extracorporeal cardiopulmonary resuscitation: ECPR) T ldiz LR > 7 DO fif f & JL e L
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3 1 ECMO [a] & o s Rk HE 5

e o R | Rl B ¢ LR . [ 3% o B
(R T
[mL /min] | [kg] [Fr] [Fr] [Fr] L AL [mL]
350 ~3 8 14
8
~700 ~17 10 16 1000fE4% HPO-06H-C 160
~1000 ~10 10 12 18
~1500 ~15 12 1 20 BIOCUBE C 2000P 240
2000fL4% or or
~2000 ~20 14 16 /18 24 HPO-23WH-C 390
~2500 ~30 19/ 20 30
16
~3200 ~40 21 /22
34
~4000 ~50 18 LR F AR | HPO-23WH-C 500
~4300 24
50~ 20 36
~5000
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2017 11 A% 2022 4 3 A £ T? PFHb % & L 7= ECMO 44 JEf, &R 71
X% LVAD B 1 ER 255 & LT,

ECMO K &IEF ONFREZ K 2 1Z7RT, HAKD ECMO IZF1F % V-A support (% 33 JiE
%1(75.0%), V-V support (% 11 FEH1(25.0%) T > 7=, ECMO THEM L 7=k & > 713,
0n—7 =R 7 26 FEH(59.1%), =LA 7 18 IEH(40.9%)TH ~ 7=, €D H H, ECPR
2T V-A support ZE LR I TRERLBEAKRIZIe—F =R FICEE L 1EFNIL,
HALTIEEBIZVAT AERT 2 {Tol-lzbn—F—R o A2 LT-,

HATH ORI N T TN D =T =R T NEELR S T AD Y AT LEFIL 1
JEB(2.3%), EMIERICL 20 —TF =R TNOBELEAS T~DOY AT AERT 1 IE
B1(2.3%), LR TNbR—TF =R T ~DY AT LEFL 2 IEF(4.5%)TH - 7=,
[B] B PN AR DR AECN T AR T 7o 2 HZZ L L TREITHE L, 12 fEF
(27.3%) CTH 7l 32 Bl D[] 18 A2 #4217 - 7=, 35 FEBI(79.5%) T I35 AT 8] 1 2 ECMO [0] #%
\ZHERE L, Fifec R B 15 (continuous renal replacement therapy: CRRT) % 1T > 7=, 7 JiE
B1(15.9%) THFH 12 BIO T F 7 v ol 2 ECMO BB IR G L7, ICU AfFiR
EAREFEFHL LT ED T ML, 125EH(27.3%)Th - 7=,

LVAD % RIEHIT 1 JEF Tholc, AREZR 3 ICRT, EBORNC7TEEH L, BB
B AR 2 BT - 72,
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Hemocue®(Hemocue®) % i H L 72, Hemocue®D | E FRAEA 0.03g/dL THDH Z &b,
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# 2 ECMO %I fl # 3 LVAD X%} 2 JiE fi

21k ik
(n=44) (n=1)
A (%) 3.20 + 4.27 i GR) 4.05
i3 (kg) 12.3 + 12.6 hE (ke 12.6
WEAFEIM (days) 10.3 + 20.5 HafTR - (F) 280
MiEAR~7 GEbRr7) 1
P (m—F—Hr7%) 26 (59.1%) o |
GE LR ) 18 (40.9%) CRRTHER _
= v s e e TR ae L EE -
ke 7w T BLRT) 2 (45%) AT BB -
(LR T - m—F—RK ) 2 (4.5%) AR _
I 12 (27.3%) s !
CRRTH#H 35 (79.5%)
VA4 a=1oaz I ES 7 (15.9%)
ECPR 18 (40.9%)
N Lt 5 ) 3 (6.8%)
ECMOHIE % A5 A 1(2.3%)
AKIFESE 30 (68.2%)
pi 12 (27.3%)

mean + S.D.  FEAIRERI%E LA T b0 —F— R 7B L VE IR A T
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FREDOEZIZEB W T LVAD IX ECMO & ¥ AT AN R D720, BEIC X D kst 8i
ECMO JEFIDO A L LT, MATHIRF oMo AT Tl L, MitaiTo7z, MfrHo
% K PFHb I T M ERNCIER 2 08 L, MafT IR, AKI RIEE, T Z2FEAm L
7zo F7-, ECPR ff & N TLGBEN A - ECMO BEAREICH T DM OA L AKI
FEIEL, LT O BRI O W TRF L7, BIRARHZIT o 72 12 JEFI(HFF 32 B) &
N verfiF e Lz 7ERER 12 B)T, ZAZENRIELH%ENT R
v KB GoRi 2 CHIE L7 PFHb fEIC CHIME DIEIC L 2Bkt %2175 72,
ECMO 2 JEF] OB FEFA I - H 2 EE I - & B I O F U2 FIC 3 U 72 R RO KT 31 ]
ZHE L, FWMEICIR T 2 M EREEREZ R L, 08 T, ECMO 2JEf 2 Xt 512,
TR % §R D T2 I LD ECMO AT I 2> © SRR P i [R13BE 28 & B U, 45 8 O Hefi ik
FEATo T, FRIZ, SCEREAE 23D 70wy BECLS fufT #1 M o & Wi b 23 % i S5 L O #1712 K&
FETREL, m—F R T EMH L ECLSICE R L TRAEZ (T > 72,

2 BEIH O fe &7 — #Z I Wilcoxon rank sum test, 7 7 = U &)L — ¥ X Fisher’ s exact
test, ¥AIfL[A1EE=R O B F5 L OVL#k & Kaplan-Meier method & Log rank test (2 CZ #LZ 4L
ENT 24TV, p<O0.05 ICTCHEZEHV & Uiz, #itir Y 7 M2id BEZRMZ R L=,
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RAWZHEMOFEIZE D 2 BEMOLBORREZRT, Wil L 16 5EH1(36.4%), ¥
B 28 JEH(63.6%) T - 7=, I Z 7B D 7 HEIZ I VT ECMO Jiti 47 #1[# (days) TH EIZ
(249113 vs. 14.424.7:p<0.0001) TH -7z, £7=, ECMO & AFFD V-A support
I% V-V support & X THEIZHEIM Z 5D (p= 0.009), V-V support TIFIMZFB D7 2 iE
FliZ & HIZ ECMO JiifT i 8 28 B & R TH - 72, HF(H), ﬁié(kg) ECMO & A
Bl L2 R (v —F =R 7 vs. mLAR Yy ) THEEIROD N
72. ECPR, A0 AfidENL IR EE, AKIZEAE, ET OHIG T, ‘Ié"rma‘:% DI BETIER I
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il
(n=16:36.4%)

MY

(n=28:63.6% )

P-values

G [m%]
R [ke]
MM [ days ]

T
MODE (V-A support)
(V-V support)
e G
(i@ LR )
[ A2 4
CRRTHFH
NF e MEIE G

ECPR
N wIwY: S
ECMOMER# FFEA

AKIFEIE
T

3.56 + 4.05
12.7 £ 10.6
2.49 £ 1.13

8 (24.2%)
8 (72.7%)

10 (38.5%)
6 (33.3%)

2 (16.7%)
9 (25.7%)

3 (16.7%)

6 (20.0%)
1 (8.3%)

2.99 + 4.38
12.1 £ 13.6
14.4 £ 24.7

25 (75.8%)
3 (27.3%)

16 (61.5%)
12 (66.7%)

10 (83.3%)
26 (74.3%)
7 (100%)

15 (83.3%)
3 (100%)
1 (100%)

24 (80.0%)
11 (91.7%)

n.s.
n.s.

<0.0001

0.009

n.s.

mean £ S.D.

n.s.

: not significant

Wilcoxon rank sum test

Fisher’s exact test

4.2 ECMO FE4THh D &K PFHb {BIZ & 5 A I B 9 $E L 8%
# 512 ECMO fitif79 @z K PFHb fEIC Lk DRI E ¥ O fE R4 Rk, BRER
M6 PRI, mERM~EEATHIELE, AKI FBIE, T OEEGNE L 72 5

mToh o7,

725 ECMO fitifT# @ % K PFHb f 1T X 2% ¥A 1 FE 57 6

JE S Tt A7 1 AKIZFEIE e
(n=44) [ days ] (n=30) (n=12)
AL 16 (36.4%) 2.49 + 1.13 6 (20.0%) 1 (8.3%)

R LV I, 3 (6.8%) 12.5 = 11.0 2 (6.7%) -
HPE P I, 13 (29.5%) 7.82 + 6.72 10 (33.3%) 5 (41.7%)
1= FEVA I, 12 (27.3%) 22.0 + 35.1 12 (40.0%) 6 (50.0%)

mean + S.D.

43ECPR#BEATDMBERELZE - ECMO BE A
7% 6 (2 ECPR BEIC BT 2 M O A L AKI BAE, SETEHOBEBRICHONT, £TITA
T EERL K #E - ECMO fHEAREICB T 28 oA # & AKI BIE, ETHOERKRIZD
WTRT, ECPR BE 83.3%, A 0 ii B i A 8 - ECMO FR38 AHE 100% T 1ML &2 58 D 72,
E B S V IEF] T AKI FIE, FETIEEWEE TH- T2

3% 6 ECPR BEO¥EMA M2 X 5 g

F 7 NI JhBER R #E - ECMO
AR ORI A I X D

S AKIZEE L ST AKIZEJE b A

(n=18) (n=15) (n=9) (n=4) (n=2) (n=1)
Rzl 3 (16.7%) 1 (6.7%) 1 (14.3%) R - - -
R0 15 (83.3%) 14 (93.3%) 8 (85.7%) RV 4 (100%) 2 (100%) 1 (100%)




44 EBKTBATHRENT NI DE U RFBEREOAMEL L

[ 3% AT Bt Rl % DR ML E A A2 R 8 1T, BIRAZHAE DI E L2 9 IR T, %
fo, NI N a e AR GRI%ORMNE SEEFR 1012, T b e e A%
DA EZEAL %2 R 11 12RT, BIERHRE 28.1%, N7 7 v b v AR 5% 25.0% T
Wil D 2B -, FEAHTE 12.5%, N7 7o o fEFRG% 83% TE IR
123 A I T T DB A& IR VWEF] TH - 72,

8 [AlBE A HLHT 14 O Vs i FE 43 HA 79 [RIEEAHL TR D I E A AL
AL RHt% Ve i kAL EN
L 14 (43.8%) 20 (62.5%) ARt 9 (28.1%) 4 (12.5%) 17 (53.1%) 2 (6.3%)
U B I 8 (25.0%) 5 (15.6%)
A Y. 4 (12.5%) 4 (12.5%)
e EE A I 5 (15.6%) 2 (6.3%)
FRPE () 1 (3.1%) 1 (3.1%)
#z 10 7 hr oo ilARE #£11 N7 hrrve AR G%D
il 1% O ¥ I BE 43 F8 Ve 1 28 AL
B b1 i VAL I k7L
AL N 2 (16.7%) 5% 3 (25.0%) 1 (8.3%) 8 (66.7%)
HE8 RV If. - 1 (8.3%)
FP S R If. 3 (25.0%) -
1 JEE R 1. 9 (75.0%) 9 (75.0%)

4.5 BEHRIZH+DH ECMO SEITHIM & 7 I [5] 5 2 0 b 8%
451 BERIM vs. P EERM vs. 5 ER M

Vs I 1 D Y I [R15BE 28 % (X 4 1278 97, ¥R I % [RI5BE U 7 KA T RER P S 1, R 42.5
e, TAEREEsIn 94.1 BERE, MERML 4499 FEITH 0, M THIM A RS 212 L

E AR I o FEAE FE 2 B L 72 (p<0.0001),
452 ECPR vs. ATILAfiBERE R 2 - ECMO BEA vs.BH7 L

ECPR #f & N LU ABERLA#E - ECMO FEARE, ZALICEY LARWEIZHE L
PRI AR 2 X 5 (2”9, ECPR B Cyif[al#E U 7= 5 17 e i H JefE 01X 16.0 FEfE, AT
OB IR 3 - ECMO P8 AREIX 36.6 RFRITH Y, M7 LEIX 941 Kl Th o 72,
ECPR #f & A T0 M BERR 8 - ECMO B ARETIX, 2472 LEEICHER, AEICEIIC
W23 2E L 72 (p= 0.018),
4.5.3 V-A support vs. V-V support

V-A support & V-V support TLL#EE L 72 ¥4 I [F 8K %2 [X] 6 (2779, V-A support T IfiL
[B158E U 7= SE AT RER e 1E 23.6 REICT&H D, V-V support (2%} L CTH BRI Tl %
788 72 (p<0.002),
454 O—5—RY T vsiBDRY T

n—J =Ry IR L LR S E AR TR LR A X 7 2T,
I [F]38E U 7= 5@ f T HE R O MR R > 7 O Hlic B W T, rm—7 —KR > 7O RfEX 33.6 BF
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107 — = 1.0 7 ~— ECPR
iy — ATOBEBRE - ECMOEEA
hEE -y
I EEL
08 7 | =
. 08 -
w 06 7 o 06
It =3
Juik
8]
& 04 7 %
Ee % 04
02 7 02 +
0.0 7 0.0
T T T T T T T T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 50 100 150
#Zi8I5FE [ hr] BRI [hr]
Number at risk Number at risk
BE 44 18 6 4 3 2 2 ECPR 18 2 2 1
L 44 10 3 1 1 1 1 CPBfft A - ECMOF#EA 4 1 0 0
BE 44 3 0 0 0 0 0 FEaL 22 1 1 0
Log rank test : P-values < 0.0001 Log rank test : P-values = 0.018
NS NS NS NS
B4 4 i i (o] == B4 5 i i (o] ==

(R LR I vs. 45 FE VR ML vs. i B 4 1) (ECPR vs. A T..CJli BB IR 8 « ECMO FF3 A
vs. %47 L)

i 1.0 7
h — V-Asupport A
~— V-V support — BOLEYT
0.8
08
we 06
= 06 7 A
m i
[
=] "
B Pl
Pl 4
%= 04 = 04
0.2 0.2 7 S
0.0 0.0
T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 0 50 100 150
ks [hr] IR [hr]
Number at risk Number at risk
V-A support 33 6 3 1 A-7—%Kr7 25 8 1 0
V-V support 11 8 0 0 R Y 19 6 2 1
Log rank test : P-values = 0.011 Log rank test : P-values = 0.697
W NANS N A > v N3 N
X 6 ¥ i [m] i =R X 7 @ﬂ@ﬁ@
(V-A support vs. V-V support) (A— T —R 7 vs.mi R )

4.6 LVAD {E 5l

LVAD JEF] T, A% 281.6 WK [H#%18 R 0 ChdT #1# - O i X PFHDb {H 0.03g/dL @
R YA I & 58D 72,
5 ER

RAEERIC L DM O AER E L ik, BIENEOZHEHGRER)CMIEAR Y 7 IR
MIMERIC - 2 DA MU ADRER Y, Fkx AR L OFEA TR 722 BEIK 23R
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\—utfiﬁ“j‘ P CEY) 72T A ARINAEIT O 2 L DR MIEIRED XK & 72 5,

,ﬁﬁbﬁﬂwwt/7®%ﬁuiééﬁﬁ§,wwgﬂﬁﬁotwtr—?~ﬁy
TOHFBEIMY 27 OEWVENHZNET Lo —F =R 7OhNE0HRE b
&Y UL R v T LM b Bk & 72 FE K 23 ECMO & B O AR i ERIB G IZBI 5 L T
HZEN, INLOFELIEREREZGENTWD LB B,

Wi OFAEIZL D 2 HMOMEENS, ECMO i TR o B X v iEmitEs X
OEIE(LD Y 27 B8 EFHT 22 LR E T, £72, ECPR BE0 A 10 fifi fe it 1] #5451
TIL ECMO A% BRI M B A 2RO LM CTh - 72, /Emﬂi%ébifftffé
EAKI BIERCHERENEG L, TNEToORSE EMHEmIT L T zUo) AR %
RO T LM CHEEEMICETT 5729 ﬁf@m%%wtﬁmfﬂm%ﬁﬁ
M%#%éoﬁmﬁkbf,@%ﬁ@mwﬂ7k7ﬁt/ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁmm;iof
PFHb ff DK F oW L R OIS AFF N T %, 72, ECMO & CRRT f A i3y 3 &
EIRET L2MENH HU2TBI0 ZNICEELTCRRT 2T RETHDH EE X
%, ECMO SEFIIZ 3T V-A support (L V-V support & i LA B O AN L 0
S 72, WEEMIZATRE CTHALIX, V-Asupport 7> 5 V-V support X° LVAD ~DOEE H —>D
WIGTFETHD EEZD, mOLA Y 712K D LVAD JEFNE, A L TH 5 281.6 FF#%
DEMFEAZROHETECMO LY b EMM ClEMAERE L7, HRAIEMZS
NTEZELCRRT ZHEH LA N7 2 ERERE L THZEIND,

6 #EEE

ECLS fafTHE 2N B9 21F CIRi g ARN EH L, 2o EEAEITT D
TEDNHA L, BWIOREIZEIY AKIBIERCKK LT Y A7 EBEENH D728, FHiiE
WA EBE LIZHET N 2O Y] 728N, ECMO B A 1 B DL 7] 1 72 1R
xRt R&ETchrLtEILNT,
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